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PROPOSAL TO USE THE PLENARY POWERS TO STABILISE THE 
NAMES OF THE NORTH EUROPEAN SPECIES BELONGING TO THE 
TIPULA OLERACEA GROUP WITHIN THE GENUS TIPULA 
LINNAEUS, 1758 (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER DIPTERA). Z.N.(S.) 896 


By A. M. Hemmingsen (Strédam Biological Laboratory, Hilleröd, Denmark) 
and Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, 
Denmark) 


The group of species of the genus Tipula Linnaeus, 1758, centring around 
Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, which is the type-species of the genus (by 
selection by Latreille, 1810, Consid. gén. Anim. Crust. Arachn. Ins. : 442, 379), 
is a very important one from an economic point of view. The three species from 
Northern Europe are all among the principal enemies of crops. Therefore, it 
is of the utmost importance to prevent any change in their names for purely 
nomenclatorial reasons. Recent discoveries, however, have made it clear that 
all these names are in danger of being altered for reasons of priority. 

2. In the following, the three species will be designated by capital letters 
as follows : 

Species A has till now been mentioned in the literature as T. oleracea 
Linnaeus, 1758, except in some very few quite recent papers (vide below). 

Species B is generally called T. paludosa Meigen, 1830. 

Species C was recognised as distinct by de Jong in 1925 and was given the 
name T. czizeki de Jong, 1925, under which name it has been widely known to 
workers in applied entomology. 

At present, our knowledge of the identity of the nominal species involved 
in these problems may be summarised as follows : 

3. (a) Tipula oleracea. When, in 1758, Linnaeus described this species 
(Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 585, 4) he could have had before him one, or more than 
one, of the three species mentioned, but apparently no other. De Jong (1925, 
Een Studie over Emelten ..., Diss. Wageningen : 14) realising that two species 
were confused under the name of T. oleracea L., gave the new name czizeki to 
one of them, but, as will appear from the following, he happened to choose 
the wrong one. He refers to a paper by K. Czizek (1913, Tipulidae Moravicae 
Z. Mahrischen Landesmus. Brünn 13 : 133-142, espec. 137) who regards the 
species C as the true oleracea L. De Jong cannot follow Czizek in his conclusions 
and, therefore, creates the new name for the species C, confining the name 
oleracea to the species A. 

4. Tjeder (1941, Opusc. Entom. 6 : 61) was the first to point to our deficiency 
in the identification of the true T. oleracea. He refers to the rare occurrence 
of species A in Sweden, concluding that Linnaeus’s species must be either B or C, 
and in all probability it is B. Mannheims (1952, Tipulidae, in Lindner ; 
Die Fliegen d. Palaearct. Reg. (15) : 76) reaches a somewhat different result 
by way of the examination of a specimen in the Linnean Collection at the 
Linnean Society in Burlington House, London (quoted from a letter from 


Bull, zool. Nomencl. Vol. 17, pts. 6-8. April 1960. 
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R. L. Coe to Mannheims). The said specimen belongs to species C’, but it does 
not carry any reference number to the species in the Syst. Nat. Therefore, 
this specimen cannot safely be regarded as the type. This being the only 
preserved indication of the real intentions of Linnaeus, however, Mannheims 
concludes that probably the true oleracea of Linnaeus is the species C. 

5. Then, Tjeder (1953, Opusc. Entom. 18 : 111) arguing against Mannheims, 
stresses the rarity in Sweden of the species A which, having been recorded 
with certainty from Sweden only six times in all, cannot well have had any 
real chance to be the species used by Linnaeus for his description. The 
species B, however, is most common and—according to Tjeder—should be 
accepted as the one described by Linnaeus under the name oleracea. Tjeder, 
too, mentions that in Sweden the species C has been found in a number of 
places scattered over most of the country, but he gives no reason at all why 
Linnaeus could not have used a specimen of this species for his description. 

6. Further, Tjeder (1953, loc. cit.) argues at length over the question 
whether the confusion of the different species has ever been introduced into 
the Scandinavian literature on this subject. Again, he states that the name 
oleracea has not been applied to species A by the Scandinavian authors (which 
is evidently because the species is so rare in this region and, also, because the 
species A and B were universally confused up till the year 1925). As to Norway, 
Tjeder (1953, loc. cit.) cites Lackschewitz (1933, Norsk Ent. Tidskr. 3 : 247) 
who records that out of seven specimens investigated, five belonged to B, 
and two to C. Therefore, from the facts stated by Tjeder, it appears that 
although it is very improbable that the oleracea of Linnaeus was really the 
species A, the chance that it is C cannot be excluded. At the same time it 
appears that earlier Scandinavian authors have confused the three species in 
exactly the same way as have those working in other areas, but that they have 
had less occasion to involve the species A in their considerations. 

7. Mannheims (1954, Bonn Zool. Beitr. 5 : 166) adds the new and still 
more confusing information that a re-examination of the severely damaged 
original specimen—a male—of Meigen (1818, Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Ins. : 189, 
30) of his “ oleracea Linnaeus ”, now in the Paris Collections, has turned out 
to show that the specimen belongs to the species C. 

8. (b) Tipula fimbriata Meigen, 1818 (Syst. Beschr. zwetfl. Ins. 1 : 190, 31) 
is unquestionably the species B (vide Mannheims, 1952: 78), but the name is 
totally out of use. 

(c) Tipula paludosa Meigen, 1830 (Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Ins. 6 : 289, 5) 
has always been regarded correctly as being the species B. 

(d) Tipula fusca Staeger, 1840 (Kréyer, Naturh. Tidsskr. 3 : 14) is the 
species C (vide Mannheims, 1952: 81). Tjeder (1953 : 115) cites fusca Staeger 
as being preoccupied, but it has not been possible to trace the reference 
in question. Sherborn (Ind. Anim.) does not contain any indication thereon. 
Therefore, until more evidence is brought forward, the name fusca Staeger 
is to be treated as an available name. 

(e) Tipula subcunctans Alexander, 1921 (Ann. Ent. Soc. Amer. 14 : 127) 
is a name given to specimens from Northern Japan. Later, Alexander (1942, 
Conn. Geol. Nat. Hist. Surv. Bull. 64: 261) writes: “ subcunctans Alex. 
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(czizeki de Jong) occurs throughout Europe and Northern Asia into Northern 
Japan ...’’ Mannheims (1952, loc. cit. : 81) who records the species C from 
Siberia, accepts the view of Alexander that subcunctans is the species C but, 
having had no opportunity of inspecting the type of subcunctans, he makes 
the identification with qualification only. 

(£) Tipula czizeki de Jong, 1925 (loc. cit. : 14) is the species C. 

(g) Tipula submendosa Tjeder, 1941 (Opusc. Entom. 6 : 62) is a nomen 
novum for Tipula oleracea Auctt. non Linnaeus, and is thus the specics A. 

9. Summarising, according to the Rule of Priority, we may state that the 

names to be used would in all probability be as follows : 
A. oleracea Linnaeus is to be changed to submendosa Tjeder 
B. paludosa Meigen is to be changed to either fimbriata Meigen 
or to oleracea Linnaeus 
C. czizeki de Jong is to be changed to either oleracea Linnaeus 
or to fusca Staeger 
The confusion of the three species has been universal up to the year 1925. 
Then, unfortunately, de Jong renamed the wrong species. After him, the 
names have been used in the sense proposed by him, except that a few specialists 
have realised that this use of the names is contrary to the Rule of Priority. 
The taxonomists seem unable to arrive at any final opinion as to what is the 
correct use of the names, and the applied entomologists and other non-taxono- 
mists cannot wait indefinitely for such a decision which, in any case, will run 
counter to established practice. Therefore, although we are not taxonomists 
in the group of species here treated, we feel the necessity that something 
should be done to settle the question. Two things need to be done : (1) a neotype 
of T. oleracea is to be defined, and (2) established practice in the use of the 
three names should be legalised. 

10. As to the first of these two problems, Mannheims (1954 : 166) proposes 
to use the definition of oleracea given by Schiner (1864, Fauna Austr. Dipt. 
2 : 518). However, this description, although very good, does not contain any 
figure, and it is not possible in this way to select any neotype. The purpose of 
establishing a definition of the said species beyond any doubt would thereby 
not be fulfilled. This solution being impossible, we would have preferred to 
use as the type the specimen figured by de Jong (1925) who was the first to 
distinguish correctly between these species—if it was not for the difficulties 
involved in references to rather remote papers. Therefore, we have chosen 
a specimen which, being figured in one of the central publications in the 
literature on the diptera, has been thoroughly investigated and is still existing. 
It is a specimen figured by Mannheims (1952), with its locality given as a 
place—Kochem/Mosel—in Southern Germany, i.e. approximately in the middle 
of the region from which most of the material relating to this species (A) has 
come. 

11. In the hope that this application will elicit comments from any specialist 
who becomes aware of any relevant fact which we have been unable to grasp 
in our attempts to avoid the disturbance to the work of non-taxonomists in 
these fields, we hereby present the proposal to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature. 
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(1) To use the plenary powers : 

(a) to set aside all type designations prior to the Ruling now asked for 
for the species oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Tipula oleracea, and to designate as its neotype the 
specimen, the hypopygium of which is figured by Mannheims 
(1952, in Lindner: Die Fliegen d. Palaearkt. Reg. (15) : 77, 
fig. 39 b—from Kochem/Mosel) ; 

(b) to suppress for the purposes of priority, but not for those of 
homonymy, the specific names :— 

(i) fimbriata Meigen, 1818, as published in the binomen 
Tipula fimbriata ; 
(ii) fusca Staeger, 1840, as published in the binomen Tipula 
fusca ; 
(iii) swbcunctans Alexander, 1921, as published in the binomen 
Tipula subcunctans. 

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the generic 
name Tipula Linnaeus, 1758 (gender: feminine), type-species by 
selection by Latreille, 1810, Tipula oleracea Linnaeus, 1758. 

(3) to place the under-mentioned names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology : 

(a) oleracea Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Tipula 
oleracea and now defined under (1)(a) above ; 

(b) paludosa Meigen, 1830, as published in the binomen Tipula 
paludosa ; 

(c) czizeki de Jong, 1925, as published in the binomen Tipula czizekr. 

(4) to place the under-mentioned names on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology, (a) as suppressed under the 
plenary powers in (1)(b) above :— 

(i) fimbriata Meigen, 1818, as published in the binomen Tipula 
fimbriata ; 
(ii) fusca Staeger, 1840, as published in the binomen Tipula 
fusca ; 
(ii) subcunctans Alexander, 1921, as published in the binomen 
Tipula subcunctans ; and 

(b) submendosa Tjeder, 1941, as published in the binomen Tipula 
submendosa, a junior objective synonym of Tipula oleracea 
Linnaeus, 1758. 

(5) to place on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology the 
family-group name TIPULIDAE (correction of TIPULARIAE) Latreille, 
[1802-1803], type-genus Tipula Linnaeus, 1758 ; 

(6) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology the family-group name TIPULARIAE Latreille, 
[1802-1803] (an incorrect original spelling for TIPULIDAE). 

APPENDIX 
The specimen proposed as the neotype of Tipula oleracea L. is the specimen, 
the hypopygium of which is figured by Mannheims (1952) in Lindner: Die 
Fliegen der Palaearkt. Region 15 : 77, fig. 39b. Dr. Mannheims kindly informs 
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Dear Sir/Madam, 

We trust that you have already received your copy of 
THE BULLETIN OF ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE, Volume 
17, Triple Part 6-8, printed by us on behalf of the 


International Commission. 


By an unfortunate error on our part, the plate which 
should face page 212 of this Volume was omitted. We 
enclose herewith a copy of this plate for insertion in the 
appropriate place, and ask you to accept our apologies 


for any inconvenience caused by this oversight. 
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